Remarks 

Claims 1-9, 12, 16-18, 21-25, 28, 29, and 31-43 are pending. Each of Claims 1-9, 12, 16- 
1 8, and 21-24 have been allowed. 

The Examiner is thanked for granting an interview with the Applicants' representative. 
During the interview, final amendments to place the claims in condition for allowance were 
discussed. As a result of the interview, the Applicants have amended Claims 1, 22, and 24 to 
clarify the subject matter being claimed. Specifically, the limitation of "wherein any edits, 
deletions, . . .are presented back to the patient representative" was amended to recite " presenting 
any edits, deletions, . . .back to the patient representative. . ." Similarly the phrase "may use" was 
amended to recite "uses". These amendments add no new matter to the claims. 

Claims 22 and 24 were also amended to clarify which information is presented back to a 
patient representative. Specifically, these claims now recite that it is the information which 
pertains to information initially included in the master patient copy that is presented back to the 
patient representative. Support for these claim amendments may be found, for example, at 
paragraphs [0116], [0127] and [0161], which describes generating a master copy and medical 
professional/patient copies, and at paragraphs [0234], [0289], and [0297], which describes 
making / accepting changes to a patient's basic information for inclusion in the patient's master 
copy. Notably, this limitation was previously claimed and examined in Claim 1, and as a result, 
adds no new matter. 

Claims 28 and 32-40 were cancelled, and as a result, Claims 29 and 31 were amended to 
depend from Claim 1, rather than from cancelled Claim 28. These amendments add no new 
matter. 
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In view of the telephone interview, and of the amendments outlined above, the 
Applicants submit that the entire application is now in condition for allowance. 

Claims Rejected under 35 USC 8112 

Claims 25, 28-29, and 31-40 stand rejected under 35 USC §112 as being indefinite. In 
view of the foregoing amendments, the Applicants submit that this grounds of rejection is now 
moot. Specifically, Claim 25 has been amended to recite a seventh code segment, rather than 
another fifth code segment, and each of Claims 28 and 32-40 have been cancelled. As a result, 
the Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of this grounds of rejection. 
Claims Rejected under 35 USC S103 

Claims 28-29, 31-35, and 38-40 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Marchosky (US Patent Publ. No. 2002/0029157) in view of Segal et al. (US 
Patent Publ. No. 2001/0041991). The Applicants submit that this grounds of rejection is now 
moot insofar as Claims 28, 32-35, and 38-40 have been cancelled, and Claims 29 and 31 have 
been amended to depend from Claim 1, which has been allowed. 

Accordingly, the Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of this 
grounds of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, the Applicants submit that the entire Application is now in 



condition for allowance, which action is earnestly solicited. 

Re^ctfully^s«r5mitted, 




PAT/RLC/nn 
(215) 656-3385 
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